
JULY 23, 1951. 

Dr. Niecoll VimmU, 
I)apt. thmebe, 
carnqie hietitut;Son, 
Cold Spr;tae Hsbor, L.I., W.T. 

Do you zwmmber that Bether and I were disaustilyF the u8e of replirra 
plabLg (v&et) ts fur&h a sieple proof of the pr8udstmce of slot-me 
of ep+hntaneous reeirtant Jadxu&t#. unt&l we talked to lbgle, thie did feat 
mm e,rpwiaU.y praeeing, but when wa xmpu returned to hiiron, ‘116 dwidad 
to do it, PI uo have. 9b~ have mapleted tha exporbnt8 with Tl rouf rtanuo, 
and are 11011! in tin aid& of Qr trlalr, whiah am ll~ra diffimlt cmrw to tib 
very low Jmltartioa rab. 

Them are two Uments in Thor proof; 1) that f ilmu of gsorrth on egar8 
from plaba 2.fmbatrd after kwrulatiaa from broth, girt aongruent sitar of 
reeLtent eutenta whan repliaabd to eerllicr of phage-cloated platsr, and 2) by 
goiqg brolk to the ori&nal. plate on p&in ytar, and piak* from the aite 
eorrsapomibg e0 &a rd.etmt &mmm, OM am en&h for Vlr about lOOfold, 

I.E., leolata 
After three or four 8uah c#lrichamta, witi platingr at mcmesrlwlg higher 
dilutions, one am iaiimatly robot for resisbat matanb from cell8 that 

#ml in pure have nevar thrrrrolvw baeneqmrcrd to the phage. 
mlture 

He are beg- to write up thass rseulte, and I 818 writing ycu in 
reference to your lmlrpondent dsvslopamt of a acmewhat rimilar prcmdur~ 
and its u8e in a lrcxmuhat rwlated problem. I rho&l lfke your ad~iee a~ to 
whether ~~JXB ref eremm to thirr , as a private wxmmiaatlon, should be put 
in our paper, md if 10~ what ought to be said. 

By the way- I think I loftqybeautifdl mwoloth rain-hat at the 8wetinga. 
It would hawe qy mmo bn it, Do you think anyone hu notiaed it? Ii so, would 
you let 016 know, end I will try to m&s eoam amangsmant to ham it returned 
with - inconveai*nc~ to Myon@ there* 

Esther ewb h&r beet; we mWa3M.y enjoyed meet& you, ahd are looking forward 
to your prombwi visit this coming year. 

Joshua Lodertmrg 


